SPEECH- 

AT  THE  MEDICO-CHIEURGICAL  SOCIETY 

RELATIYE  TO  HOKEOPATHY: 

WITH  NOTES 

ON  THE  PECULIAR  THEOLOGICAL  OPINIONS 

OF 

SOME  DISCIPLES  OF  HAHNEMANN  ; 

ETC. 


BY 

JAMES  Y.  SIMPSON,  M.D., 

PKESIUF.NT  OP  THE  ROYAI,  COLLEGE  OF  PHYSICIANS,  AND  FROFESSOH  OF  MIDWIFEHV  IN 
THE  UNIVERSITY  OF  EDINBURGH. 


"  When  we  come  to  be  instructed  by  pbilosophers,  wp  must  bring  the  hght  of  comviou 
sense,  along  with  us,  and  by  it  judge  of  the  new  light." — I>k  Thomas  Keid. 


EDINBURGH : 
SUTHERLAND  AND  KNOX,  GEORGE  STREET. 


M  u  c  o  c  r,  I. 


MCKKAY  AND  GIRB,  PRINTERS,  EDINBURGH. 


INTKODUCTOEY  NOTE. 


During  the  course  of  the  present  year  various  concurrent  circumstances,  which 
it  is  unnecessary  to  detail  here,  have  tended  to  direct  the  particular  attention  of 
the  Medical  Corporations  and  Societies  of  Great  Britain  to  the  anomalous  position 
and  status  of  practitioners  of  Homoeopathy.  In  consequence,  the  Royal  Col- 
lege of  Physicians  and  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons,  of  Edinburgh,  the  Faculty 
of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  Glasgoiv,  the  Provincial  Medical  Association  of 
England,  and  the  Medical  Society  of  London,  have  all  severally  passed  resolu- 
tions prohibitory  of  their  Fellows  and  Members  meeting  professionally  with 
those  who  affect  to  cure  the  diseases  of  their  patients  with  infinitesimal  doses. 
At  their  first  meeting  for  the  winter  Session,  on  the  19th  November  last,  the 
Medico-Chirurgical  Society  of  Edinburgh  unanimously  passed  a  resolution  of  a 
similar  character.  Professor  Syme  moved  the  resolution,  and  argued  the  pro- 
priety of  its  adoption,  in  a  speech  of  considerable  length.  In  seconding  Mr 
Syme's  motion,  I  took  occasion  to  allude  to  one  or  two  points — and  these,  per- 
haps, after  all,  not  the  most  frail  and  foolish  points — in  the  so-called  system  of 
homoeopathy.  An  acccount  of  the  proceedings  of  this  meeting  of  the  Society 
was  published  in  the  last  Number  of  the  "  Monthly  Journal  of  Medical  Science 
and  in  this  account  Mr  Syme's  observations  and  my  own  are  reported  in  a  con- 
densed form.  The  portion  of  this  report  referring  to  my  observations  to  the 
Society  is  here  reprinted  ;  partly  in  consequence  of  the  publication  of  a  Letter 
by  Dr  Henderson,  relative  to  the  discussion ;  and  partly  from  another  practi- 
tioner of  Homoeopathy  having  addressed  to  me,  in  regard  to  it,  a  communication, 
iTie  reply  to  which  will  be  found  in  the  sequel  (p.  22.)  I  have  added  to  the 
report  two  or  three  foot  notes ;  and  one  of  these  unexpectedly  extended  to  such 
a  length,  that  I  have  printed  it  by  itself  at  p.  24,  under  the  heading  of  "  Modern 
Hahncmannic  Theology." 
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In  one  of  the  following  pages,  I  have  incidentally  stated  that  the  religious 
Mormonite  doctrines  of  Joseph  Smith,  and  the  medical  Homoeopathic  doctrines 
of  Samuel  Hahnemann,  were  two  heresies  which  were  both  extending ;  ^  "  but 
that  was  no  evidence  of  the  value  of  either."  This  observation,  however  just  as 
regards  the  prospects  of  Homoeopathy  among  the  "  very  rich,  but  always  very 
credulous  and  very  dupable,  people  of  England,"  does  not,  I  believe,  hold  equally 
true  with  regard  to  the  later  course  and  history  of  Homoeopathy  on  the  Conti- 
nent of  Europe.  In  "  Bradshaw's  Guide  to  the  Continent,"  published  a  few 
months  ago  (August  1851),  the  author,  Mr  Lee,  incidentally  makes  the  follow- 
ing observations  regarding  the  present  state  of  Homoeopathy  in  its  native  coun- 
try of  Germany,  &c. : — 

"  At  the  time,"  he  observes  (pp.  290  and  291),  "  of  my  first  visit,  I  was 
anxious  to  see  the  Homoeopathic  Hospital,  of  which  I  had  previously  heard, 
Leipsic  being  the  head-quarters  of  this  doctrine.  I  expected  to  have  found 
at  least  forty  or  fifty  beds  filled  with  patients;  but  Avas  rather  surprised  to 
find  that  the  building  (which  is  a  small  house  in  the  suburbs)  only  contained 
eight,  and  even  of  these  all  but  two  or  three  were  unoccupied.  At  my  last  visit 
to  Leipsic,  I  understood  that  matters  were  going  on  badly  with  Homoeopathy, 
which  indeed  is  now  comparatively  little  heard  of  in  Germany  and  France,  except 
at  Vienna,  and  only  requires  to  be  understood  by  the  public  for  its  absurdity  to 
be  apparent,  though  there  will  always  be  credulous  individuals  who  are  to  be 
caught  by  any  novelty,  when  presented  under  a  specious  appearance,  and  backed 
by  an  unintelligible  name.  During  its  whole  progress,  it  never  was  sanctioned 
by  any  individual  of  eminence  in  the  profession,  and  was  principally  taken  up  as 
a  means  of  acquiring  wealth  or  a  livelihood,  by  persons  who  had  never  been  pre- 
viously heard  of,  or  who  were  known  as  having  failed  to  acquire  practice  by  the 
honourable  exercise  of  their  profession,  by  whom  every  means  were  taken  to 
pufi"  it  into  notice,  and  to  keep  public  attention  directed  to  it ;  such  as  repeated 
histories  of  cures,  the  establishment  of  dispensaries,  of  which,  I  believe,  the  only 
one  that  remains  is  the  above-mentioned  at  Leipsic,  even  if  that  be  still  in  exist- 
ence ;  for  a  few  months  before  my  arrival,  the  house-physician  having  become 
convinced,  during  a  residence  of  some  time  in  the  dispensary,  of  the  nidlity  and 
danger  of  Homoeopathy,  gave  up  his  appointment,  and  pubUshed  an  exposition  of 
the  system  pursued,^  with  an  account  of  cases,  which  clearly  shows  (what  liad 

'  On  the  rapid  and  recent  extension  of  Mornionism  ("  the  only  State  Church  in 
America"),  see  a  volume,  entitled  "The  Mormons,  or  Latter- Day  Snints,"  lately 
published  in  the  Illustrated  National  Library. 

J  "Ueber  die  Nichtikitit  der  Homopopathic.    {On  the  Nothingness  of  Homa'opnthi/. 
I.eipsic,  1840." 
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long  been  evident  to  the  bulk  of  the  profession  and  the  public)  that  the  so-called 
cures  were  recoveries  trom  ordinary  ailments  by  the  eflbrts  of  nature,  which  were 
frequently  a  long  time  under  treatment ;  whereas,  by  a  proper  medication  and 
attention  at  the  outset,  they  might  probably  have  been  removed  in  a  few  days ; 
and  that  many  of  the  more  serious  cases  got  worse  instead  of  better,  for  the 
want  of  active  treatment.  It  must  not  be  supposed  that  the  homoeopathists 
always  adhere  to  the  principles  of  the  doctrine.  It  has  not  unfrequently  hap- 
pened, that  persons  who  attributed  their  recovery  to  Homoeopathy,  were  treated 
allopathically  without  their  being  aware  of  it.  In  fact,  one  practitioner  in 
Leipsic,  a  professed  homoeopathist,  candidly  acknowledged  that  he  pursued  both 
plans  of  treatment,  and  was  accustomed  to  ask  his  patients  by  which  method 
they  would  be  treated,  as  both  were  equally  good."^ 

In  the  preceding  extract  Mr  Lee  rightly  states,  in  regard  to  Homoeopathy,  that 
its  "  so-called  cures  were  recoveries  from  ordinary  ailments  by  the  efforts  of  na- 
ture." But  it  is  doubtlessly  this  apparently  successful  treatment  of  cases  sub- 
mitted to  homoeopathic  doses  which  misleads  many  a  mind  unacquainted  with 
the  nature  of  medical  evidence.  The  mere  successfiil  termination,  however,  of  a 
case,  or  of  a  series  of  cases,  is  no  sufficient  criterion  of  the  reality  of  the  cure. 

'  "  The  fate  of  the  Duke  di  Cannizzaro,  well  known  some  years  ago  in  London  as 
the  Count  St  Antonio,  is  an  exemplification  of  this.  Having  to  take  homcBopathic 
globules  at  intervals  for  some  slight  ailment,  in  order  to  save  trouble  he  took  three 
doses  at  once,  and  died  two  hours  afterwards ;  the  supposed  globules  being  a  concen- 
trated preparation  of  Nux  Vomica."  Another  instance  of  death,  like  that  men- 
tioned by  Mr  Lee,  from  taking  some  homoeopathic  globules  containing  a  poisonous 
dose  of  strychnia,  occurred  lately  in  New  York.  (See,  on  homoeopathic  powders, 
globule.i,  &c.,  drugged  with  large  doses  of  morphia,  mercury,  &c.,  the  Medical  Ga- 
zette for  1847,  p.  294 ;  Lancet  for  1850,  p.  300,  &c.) 

The  author  of  the  "  Confessions  of  an  Homoeopathist,"  in  referring  to  the  due  and 
adequate  drugging  of  the  Hahnemannic  doses,  amusingly  remarks  : — "  Patients 
who  are  sceptical  of  the  truths  of  homoeopathy,  from  a  love  of  variety,  or  a  hun- 
dred other  reasons,  will  consult  you.  As  these  persons  are  inclined  to  ridicule  in- 
finitesimal doses,  it  is  sometimes  highly  useful  to  give  them  powerful  doses  of 
various  highly  concentrated  medicines,  in  globules  similar  in  appearance  to  all  the 
rest,  but  consisting  of  morphia,  strychnine,  arsenic,  corrosive  sublimate,  and  such 
like  :  a  few  of  these  mingled  with  your  sugar  and  starch  globules  will  cause  effects 
to  be  felt  by  the  sceptic  which  will  quickly  overcome  his  disbelief :  he  generally 
makes  an  excellent  patient,  and  often  a  good  decoy-duck.  Never  scruple  in  para- 
lytic cases  to  give  strychnine  largely,  but  never  allow  it  to  be  supposed  that  you 
are  giving  more  at  a  dose  than  the  one-hundred-thousandth  of  a  grain.  This  rule 
may  be  followed  in  other  complaints  with  other  very  active  drugs,  such  as  crolon 
oil  ;  but  this  is  one  of  our  prof'oundest  secrets,  and  must  be  kept  so.  Were  it  known, 
our  wonder-working  powers  would  be  reduced  in  the  estimation  of  the  public  and 
the  regulars."—  P.  107. 
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Every  quack  medicine,  from  the  universal  panacea  of  the  old  Elixir  of  Life,  or 
Berkeley's  tar-water,  down  to  Parr's,  or  Morrison's,  or  Holloway's  pills ;  and  every 
quack  system  of  medicine,  from  the  doctrine  of  charms  or  signatures,  down  to  the 
more  modern  systems  of  Chrono-thermalism,  Coffinism,  Isopathy,  Kinesipathy, 
Hydropathy,  &c.  &c.,  has,  as  every  one  knows,  its  hundreds  or  thousands  of 
supposed  cures  or  coincidences  to  boast  of.  It  would  be  strange  indeed,  and  a 
very  unusual  exception  to  a  very  general  law,  if  Homoeopathy  had  not  also  its 
numerous  alleged  cures  to  adduce.  With  the  non-medical  public,  however,  the 
difficulty  of  distinguishing  what  is  a  cure  by  nature  alone,  and  what  is  a  cure 
by  nature  assisted  or  controlled  by  art,  makes  up  the  sum  of  the  difficulty  of 
distinguishing  between  true  and  spiurious  medical  treatment.  It  is  constantly 
forgotten  that  men  labouring  under  disease,  even  the  most  acute,  and  conse- 
quently much  more  so  when  suffering  under  slighter  ailments,  do  not,  as  a 
general  rule,  die,  even  when  untreated.  When  reasoning  on  the  efficacy 
of  different  medicines  and  different  modes  of  cure,  the  mind  is  con- 
stantly liable  to  fall  into  the  greatest  errors,  by  neglecting  this  leading  truth. 
For  when  a  man,  in  a  state  of  disease,  takes,  for  the  purpose  of  curing  that 
disease,  a  millionth  or  a  deciUionth  of  a  grain  of  oyster-shell,  or  sulphur,  or  other 

homoeopathic  drug,  he  comes— not  very  unnaturally,  but  very  illogically  to 

attribute  his  cure  to  the  infinitesimal  dose  of  oyster-shell  or  sulphur,  from  being 
unaware  that  the  disease,  if  left  to  itself,  does  very  often  spontaneously  get 
well,  and  was  virtually  left  entirely  to  itself,  when  he  took  his  Hahnemannic 
dose  of  oyster-shell  or  sulphur.  While  the  homoeopathic  patient  anxiously  attri- 
butes his  cure  to  the  infinitesimal  dose  which  he  may  have  swallowed,  the  cure 
is  in  reality  effected  by  the  sanative  efforts  of  nature  alone,  or  by  nature  aided 
—not  by  medicine— but  by  medical  faith,  ^  by  proper  diet,  and  by  strict  regi- 


1  Witness,  for  example,  the  thousand  supposed  cures— of  scrofula  by  the  royal 
touch  ;  of  almost  all  diseases  in  former  times  by  charms  and  amulets ;  of  numerous 
maladies  by  the  touch  of  Greatrakes,  or  the  prayers  of  Prince  Hohenloe  ;  of 
plague  and  hydrophobic  patients  by  the  water  in  which  the  "  Lee  penny  "  was 
dipped  ;  of  all  kinds  of  aches  and  pains  by  metallic  tractors  ;  the  tonic,  purgative, 
narcotic,  &c.,  effects  of  pills  made  of  bread,  &c.  &c.  The  past  history  of  medicine 
and  mankind  is  full  of  instances  illustrating  in  tin's  way  the  sanative  effects  of 
medical  faith.  In  the  interesting  travels  in  Tartary,  Thibet,  &c.,  published  last 
year  by  the  missionary  Hue,  a  tufRciently  striking  modern  instance  is  mentioned 
in  relation  to  the  general  treatment  of  diseases  by  the  Lamas  of  Tartary,  who 
have  an  exclusive  practice  of  medicine  allotted  to  them.  The  Lama  physician, 
observes  M.  Hue,  is  his  own  apothecary,  and  gives  the  specific  befitting  each  case 
in  which  his  advice  is  applied  for.  "  The  Tartar  pharmacopoeia  rejecting  all  mineral 
chemistry,  the  Lama  remedies  consist  entirely  of  vegetables  pulverised,  and  either 
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men, — three  great  and  potent  auxiliary  means  which  all  Homoeopathists  very 
properly  and  powerfully  avail  themselves  of.  In  former  times,  in  cases  of  weapon- 
wounds,  it  was  a  common  practice  to  leave  the  wound  itself  uncared  for  (except 
by  nature),  and  undressed  for  seven  days  (except  by  a  clean  linen  bandage,  and 
the  blood  coagulated  around  the  cut),  while  the  medicated  healing  salves  and 
bandages  were  industriously  applied  several  times  a  day  to  the  sword  that  inflicted 
the  wound,  and  not  to  the  wound  inflicted, — the  healing  of  the  wound  being  sup- 
posed to  be  "  a  cvoce  by  sympathy."  In  these  instances,  the  knight  and  soldier  at- 
tributed the  cure  of  their  wounds  to  the  influence  of  the  salve  applied  to  the  sword, 
and  not  to  the  sanatory  influence  and  work  of  nature, — just  upon  the  same  amount 
and  kind  of  evidence  as  the  homoeopathic  believer  of  the  present  day  attributes 
the  cure  of  his  disease  to  the  inert  and  innocent  globules  which  he  has  swallowed, 
and  not  to  the  kindly  operations  of  the  vis  medicatriv.  The  true  homoeopathic 
physician  exhibits  his  remedies  in  doses  "  so  inconceivably  minute,  that  no  sense, 
no  balance,  no  microscope,  no  chemical  analysis,  no  human  means  whatever,  can 
discover  the  slightest  trace  of  them  in  what  is  administered ;  you  never  can  have 
any  surety  of  their  presence,  or  any  well-grounded  assurance  of  their  absence ; 
they  defy  the  finite  faculties  of  man  to  form  even  a  distinct  conception  of  them, 
either  with  the  aid  of  figures  and  the  eye,  or  with  the  help  of  a  vivid  imagination." 
And,  in  sober  truth,  the  homoeopath  thus  exhibiting  his  billionth  or  decOlionth 
globules,  and  foolishly  imagining  that  they,  and  not  natiu-e,  are  eSecting  the  ciu-e 
in  a  case  of  inflammation,  or  fever,  or  other  disease,  is,  after  all,  only  too  like  the 
German  story  of  the  fly  enclosed  in  the  luggage  van,  and  proudly  supposing  that 
the  speed  and  velocity  of  the  accompanying  railway  train  was  owing  to  the  buz- 
zing of  its  wings,  and  not  to  the  powers  of  the  attached  locomotive  engine. 
Nay,  might  not  the  fly,  like  the  Hahnemannic  practitioner,  argue,  and  with 
equal  logic  too,  that  the  flight  of  the  locomotive  being  homoeopathic  in  rela- 
tion to  its  own  powers  of  flight,  the  happy  arrival  of  the  train  at  its  destina- 
tion was  the  result  of  the  exercise  of  its  homoeopathic  powers  of  direction 
and  control  ?  At  all  events,  the  disciples  of  Hahnemann  rely  upon  not  very 
dissimilar  instances  of  the  similia  similibus  in  evidence  of  their  favourite  doc- 
trine. 

infused  in  water  or  made  up  into  pills.  If  the  Lama  doctor  happens  not  to  have 
any  medicine  with  him,  he  is  by  no  means  disconcerted  ;  he  writes  the  names  of  the 
remedies  upon  little  scraps  of  paper,  moistens  the  papers  with  his  saliva,  and  rolls 
them  up  into  pills,  which  the  patient  tosses  down  with  the  same  perfect  confidence 
as  though  they  were  genuine  medicaments.  To  swallow  (adds  M.  Hue)  the  howk! 
of  a  remedy,  or  the  remedy  itself,  comes,  say  the  Tartars,  to  precisely  the  same 
\\i\r\g."— National  Library  Edition,  p.  75. 
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It  has  been  occasionally  argued,  that  there  must  be  some  truth  in  homoeopathy, 
because  some  few  men  of  talent,  not  conversant  with  medicine,'  or  connected  with 
the  medical  profession,  have,  from  time  to  time,  swallowed  Ilahnemannic  doses. 
But,  alas !  laymen  of  the  highest  intellects  have,  in  the  history  of  the  world,  very 
often  formed,  for  the  time,  the  highest  abettors  of  almost  every  kind  of  transitory 
medical  charlatanry.  No  child  of  the  present  day  believes  in  the  curative  in- 
fluence of  the  sympathetic  salve  applied  to  the  wounding  weapon.  Lord  Bacon 
himself,  however,  "  the  wisest  of  men,"  confessed  that  he  did  not  entirely  discredit 
its  efficacy ;  and  Roger  Bacon  was  a  believer  in  an  Universal  Ehxir  of  Life. 
"  The  public  (correctly  observes  Dr  Marshall  Hall)  have  a  strange  idea  of  medi- 
cine— an  idea  little  difl:erent  from  superstition ; — there  is  for  them  nothing  too 
trifling,  even  Homoeopathy ;  nothing  too  violent,  not  even  the  feats  of  Priessnitz 
and  of  St  John  Long ;  nothing  too  absurd,  from  the  royal  touch,  or  that  of  a 
hanged  man's  hand,  down  to  Perkinism  or  Mesmerism." 

'  Dr  Whately,  in  his  work  on  Logic,  remarks  :— "  A  sailor  will  perhaps  despise 
the  pretensions  of  medical  men,  and  prefer  treating  a  disease  by  common  sense  ;  but 
he  would  ridicule  the  proposal  of  navigating  a  ship  by  common  sense,  without  re- 
gard to  the  maxims  of  nautical  art."  Dr  Whately's  remark,  no  doubt,  applies 
equally  to  Archbishops  and  others,  as  well  as  to  sailors. 


REPORT  OF  SPEECH  ON  HOMCEOPATHY  AT  THE  MEDICO- 
CHmURGICAL  SOCIETY. 
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[It  was  moved  by  Professor  Sj/me,  "  That  the  public  profession  of  Homoeopathy 
shall  be  Jicld  to  disqualify  for  being  admitted  or  remaining  a  Member  of  the 
Medico-Chirurgical  Society  of  Edinburgh."] 

Br  Simpson  seconded  Mr  Syme's  motion.    And  as  Mr  Syme  had  taken  the 
present  opportunity  of  answering  some  of  the  charges  which  had  been  brought 
against  him  as  to  countenancing  Homoeopathy,  Dr  S.  hoped  the  Society  would 
accord  him  also  the  same  privilege,  of  replying  to  similar  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  himself,  from  the  same  quarter,  and  on  the  same  subject. 
Dr  S.  had  not  read  the  pamphlet  from  which  Mr  Syme  had  quoted,  nor  any  of 
the  other  pamphlets  published  during  the  recent  discussion;  but  he  had  read  the 
first  letter  which  Dr  Henderson  addressed  to  one  of  the  Edmburgh  newspapers. 
It  appeared  at  a  time  when  Dr  S.  happened  to  be  absent  from  Edinburgh,  and 
he  first  heard  of  it  when  in  England.    In  that  letter  Dr  Henderson  stated,  that 
Dr  S.  had  met  with  him  in  consultation  in  the  treatment  of  some  cases.   On  the 
morning  after  he  arrived  in  Edinburgh,  he  waited  upon  Dr  Henderson  at  his  own 
house,  to  ask  him  what  these  cases  were.    He  had,  within  the  last  few  years,  on 
two  occasions,  watched,  for  some  long  anxious  hours  with  Dr  Henderson,  at  the 
bed.side  of  DrII.'s  own  wife,  but  she  was  assuredly  treated  most  allopathically,  not 
honiujopathically ;  and,  m  doing  so,  no  one  would  accuse  Dr  S.  of  abetting  or  coun- 
tenancing homajopathy.    But,  in  confirmation  of  his  statement,  Dr  Henderson 
I  'i'ntioncd  two  patients  whom  Dr  S.  had  attended,— one  for  uterine  disease; 
>he  other  for  disease  of  the  labium.    Dr  Henderson  previously  attended  these 
Cii.ses,and  had  certainly  asked  Dr  S.  to  take  charge  of  them,  and  DrS.  had  done 
80;  but  as  certainly  he  did  not  attend  them  with,  or  for,  Dr  Henderson.    Vi  iy 
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likely  he  niiglit  have  told  Dr  Henderson,  when  he  happened  to  see  him,  what  view 
he  took  of  the  cases,  but  he  understood  he  had  full  and  uncontrolled  professional 
charge  of  them,  and  their  treatment ;  and,  in  treating  allopathicaUy  what  had 
resisted  homoeopathy,  he  was  not  in  any  way,  he  conceived,  coimtenancing  homoeo- 
pathy itself.  In  the  first  of  these  two  cases  he  applied  potassa  fusa  (not  a  homeo- 
pathic proceeding^)  to  the  cervix  uteri,  to  remove  the  state  of  indiu-ated  ulceration. 
In  the  other  case,  after  trying  various  measiires  (iodine,  nitrate  of  silver,  &c.), 
to  reduce  a  hypertrophied  labium,  Mr  Syme  went  with  him,  and  removed  a  large 
portion  of  it  with  the  knife.  Dr  Henderson  adduced  another  case  as  one 
he  had  alluded  to.  It  was  an  instance  of  a  small  pediculated  uterine  polypus, 
the  projecting  body  of  which  was  offering  to  ulcerate.  Dr  Henderson  had  asked 
him  to  see  this  patient,  and  was  present  when  Dr  S.  removed  the  polypus  with 
the  scissors.  Dr  Denman  had  years  ago  laid  down,  as  a  rule,  the  necessity, 
when  practicable,  of  having  the  evidence  of  some  other  practitioner  as  to  the 
real  existence  of  a  polypus ;  and  Dr  S.  had  felt  this  necessity  strongly  in  the 
present  instance,  as  the  lady  had  been  long  the  patient  of  a  celebrated  London  ac- 
coucheur, who  had  been  intimate  with  Denman,  but  who  had  overlooked  the  exist- 
ence of  the  polypus,  and  would  possibly,  if  informed  of  the  measure  adopted, 
deny  its  propriety.  Dr  Henderson  was  the  only  medical  man  that  the  lady 
would,  he  believed,  have  allowed  to  be  present ;  and  she  required  no  kind  of  con- 
stitutional treatment.  With  the  exception  of  his  own  wife,  this  was  the  only  pa- 
tient at  whose  bedside  he  had  met  Dr  Henderson ;«  and  the  case  was  one  which 
did  not  involve,  in  any  degree,  any  allopathic  or  homoeopathic  principle  of  treat- 
ment. But,  even  though  in  this  Dr  S.  did  not  countenance,  or  intend  to  coun- 
tenance the  practice  of  homoeopathy,  he  now  believed  he  acted  wrongly.  With 
the  views  which  he  had  latterly  come  to  hold  on  the  nature  and  character  of  the 
so-called  practice  of  homoeopathy,  he  conceived  he  had  erred  in  even  going  thus 
far.  So  much  liad  he  felt  this,  that  when,  two  years  ago,  he  gave  an  account  of 
the  above,  and  some  other  cases  of  polypus,  to  the  Society,  and  afterwards  pub- 
lished that  account  in  the  Monthly  Journal  for  January  1850,  he  stated  always 
(in  confirmation  of  the  accuracy  of  his  report,  and  in  accordance  with  Denman's 

1  See  particularly,  in  reference  to  this  case,  the  postscript  to  the  Letter  printed  at 
p.  23.  If,  as  Dr  Henderson  states,  he  was  present  "  at  the  bedside  "  of  this  patient 
with  me  on  my  second  visit,  and  when  probably  I  applied  the  potassa,  (my  first  visit 
bemg,  in  all  likelihood  solely  for  the  detection  of  the  disease),  it  must  have  been 
either  to  see  the  aflFection,  or  to  hold  for  me  the  required  basin  of  vinegar  and  water, 
a  duty  which  would  otherwise  have  devolved  upon  a  nurse  or  some  female  domestic. 
Assuredly,  if  he  was  there  "at  the  bedside,"  he  was  there  with  no  view  to  homcco- 
]iathic  measures  or  treatment. 

-  See  the  same  postscript,  ]).  2;5. 
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ride),  the  names  of  the  other  practitioners  who  had  seen  the  cases  with  him,  when 
others  had  been  present ;  but,  in  the  case  alluded  to,  he  omitted  the  name 
of  Dr  Henderson,  as  he  felt  it  was  perhaps  more  than  questionable  whether  he 
should  have  met  him,  at  even  a  slight  surgical  proceeding,  such  as  the  above. 
The  Society,  he  believed,  would  agree  with  him  as  to  the  fact,  that  the  profes- 
sion here,  as  elsewhere,  were  not  fully  awakened  to  the  duty  in  this  respect 
which  they  owed  to  themselves,  and  to  the  public,  till  comparatively  lately. 
Even  if  Dr  Henderson's  allegations  were  all  true  to  a  far  greater  extent, 
they  only  amoimted  to  this,  that  the  profession  have  hitherto  been  over-indul- 
gent to  him  and  his  heresy,— believing,  as  most  of  his  old  medical  friends  did, 
that  the  delusion  could  only  be  at  most  but  a  temporary  one  on  his  part. 
But  because  they  had  been  considerate  and  tolerant  to  him  in  times  past — and 
few  men  taking  up  such  a  heretical  position  as  he  had  done,  had  ever  met  with 
greater  consideration  and  tolerance — this  was  no  reason  why  they  should  continue 
to  extend  to  him  their  hopeless  kindness  for  the  future.    And  for  one,  Dr  S.  re- 
joiced that  the  Colleges  had  taken  up  the  subject,  and  set  the  matter  on  its  right 
footing,  by  maldng  the  question  of  meeting  homceopathists  not  a  question  longer 
left  to  the  responsibility  and  importunities  of  individuals,  but  a  question  which 
the  profession  had  fixed  and  settled  in  their  corporate  capacity. 

The  resolutions  of  the  Colleges  would,  he  believed,  be  doubly  useful  by 
not  only  determining  for  the  future  the  proper  line  of  duty  of  the  profession 
towards  homceopathists ;  but  by  showing  also  to  the  homoeopaihists  their  exact 
position  in  relation  to  the  profession.  Almost  all  the  fellows  of  oiu-  two  Col- 
leges of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  belong  to  the  Medico-Chirurgical  Society ; 
and  in  their  capacity  as  fellows  of  their  respective  Colleges,  have  already  unani- 
mously approved  of  the  resolutions  of  the  Colleges  regarding  the  propriety  of  ex- 
cluding homceopathists  from  our  professional  communion.  Most,  if  not  all,  of  the 
members  of  the  Medico-Chirurgical  Society  who  do  not  happen  to  be  fellows  of 
either  of  the  Colleges,  hold,  I  believe,  the  same  views.  In  requesting,  therefore, 
the  practitioners  of  homoeopathy  to  withdraw  themselves  from  us,  the  Medico- 
Chirurgical  Society  is  merely,  so  far,  carrying  into  practical  effect  the  resolutions 
of  the  Colleges  on  this  same  subject.  And  most  of  the  members  are  probably 
aware  that  while  very  strong  legal  doubts  exist  as  to  public  chartered  corpora- 
tions, like  the  two  Colleges,  having  the  power  of  exercising  this  right,  fortunately, 
any  private  imchartered  Society,  like  the  Medico-Chirurgical,  need  fear  no  legal 
obstacle  in  enforcing  their  judgment.  In  passing  therefore — and  it  is  to  be 
hoped,  unanimou.sly— such  a  motion  as  that  proposed  by  Mr  Symc,  we,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Medico-Chirurgical  Society,  show  our  anxiety  and  desire  to  be  rid  of 
the  professional  presence  of  homa;opathists  in  all  our  institution.-!,  by  showing 
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them  our  determination  to  be  rid  of  them  in  those  places  from  which  we  have 
an  undoubted  right  of  enforcing  their  exclusion.    Every  proper  feeling  of  respect 
for  ourselves,  and  every  proper  feeling  of  regard  for  the  advancement  of  the 
great  science  which  we  cultivate,  seems  now  to  call  upon  us  for  this  disagreeable 
step.    For  years  past  they  have  been  allowed,  and  almost  ^vdthout  gainsay  or 
resistance  on  our  part,  to  hold  up  to  the  lay  public  all  the  best  acknowledged 
principles  of  our  medical  philosophy  and  practice,- principles  that  have  stood  the 
test  of  thousands  of  years,— as  delusions  and  errors.    And  they  cannot  surely 
deem  us  either  rash  or  severe  in  our  proceedings,  if  slowly,  but  at  last,  we  turn 
round  and  ask  them,  as  we  do  to-night,  to  remove  themselves  from  amongst  men 
whose  opinions  they  systematically  affect  to  deride  and  decry.    Nay,  what  good 
can  they  themselves  derive  from  pertinaciously  adhering  to  a  Society  like  ours, 
composed  of  professional  men  banded  together  with  the  view  of  cultivating 
medical  science  in  a  mode  and  on  principles  which  they  at  one  time  professed 
to  honour,  but  which  they  now  profess  to  repudiate  ?  As  Mr  Syme  has  properly 
observed,  they  have  in  fact  already  aU  but  separated  from  om-  Society,  inasmuch 
as  they  have  alienated  themselves  from  our  Society  and  College  meetings  and 
discussions,  as  if  ashamed  of  the  very  step  which  they  had  taken.    When  we  ask 
them  to  retire  from  our  Society,  as  Mr  Syme's  motion  proposes,  we  ask  them  merely 
to  sever  entirely  a  tie  which  they  have  already  virtuaUy  broken. 

Dr  S.  further  argued  for  the  propriety  of  this  motion  on  another  ground,-viz., 
that  the  presenceof  homcKopathists  at  our  Society,  even  if  Ihey  did  come  toom-  meet- 
ings, was  not  at  aU  calculated  to  promote  that  principal  and  leading  object  of  the 
Medico-Chirurgical  Society,_the  cultivation  and  advancement  of  medical  science 
and  knowledge.    For  he  held  that  no  man,  or  set  of  men,  could  in  any  degree 
aid  m  effecting  this  object,  who  entertained  principles  such  as  those  which  form 
the  basis  of  the  homoeopathic  belief.    We  were  as  much  justified  in  asking  those 
^vho  had  taken  up  a  behef  in  the  foUies  of  Hahnemami  and  his  Organon  to  with- 
draw from  our  Society,  as  a  Christian  congregation  would  be  justified  in  expelling 
those  of  Its  members  who  came  to  believe  in  the  follies  of  Joe  Smith  and  the 
Mormon  Bible.     These  two  heresies-the  homoeopathic  and  the  Mormonite- 
seemed,  m  fact,  to  have  many  points  in  common,  though  the  one  belonged  to 
medicine,  and  could  only  be  properly  judged  of  by  physicians;  and  the  other  be- 
longed to  theology,  and  coiUd  only  properly  be  judged  of  by  clerical  men.  They 
were  both  equally  wild.     Some  homa>opathists  profess  Hahnemann  to  hav; 
been  actually  inspired;  as  the  Mormonites  hold  Smith  to  have  been.  Both 
heresies  also  were  extending,  it  was  true ;  but  that  was  no  evidence  of  the  value  of 
e.ther.  It  has  been  alleged  that  we  have  no  confession  of  faith  in  medicine,-no 
standard  by  which  we  can  possibly  j.ul.o,  as  dcricnl  bodies  do,  of  (he  amount  of  c- 
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ror  and  deviation  of  those  members  of  the  profession  who,  from  time  to  lime,  may 
choose  to  set  at  nought  the  common  princiiilcs  of  that  profession.  But  we  have  a 
confession  of  faith,  and  a  standard  by  which  we  c<m  judge  such  men,  namely,  the 
STANDARD  OP  COMMON  SENSE.  If  wc  judge  by  this  simple  standard  the  opinions  of 
Hahnemann  and  his  followers,  we  will  find  them  sadly,  very  sadly,  wanting.  In  fact, 
all  the  dogmas  and  doctrines  pecidiar  to  him,  are  a  tissue  of  the  strangest  contra- 
dictions and  wildest  absurdities.  If  a  grown-up  man  were  gravely  and  seriously 
to  assert  to  the  world  that  two  and  two  make  five,  the  world  would  be  inclined  to 
look  upon  him  as  doubtfully  rational,  inasmuch  as  he  defied  the  principles  of  com- 
mon sense.  And  when  other  grown-up  men  tell  the  world  that  they  can  cure 
this  or  that  disease  with  a  billionth  or  decUlionth  of  a  grain  of  this  or  that  com- 
mon and  probably  even  inert  drug,  they  express  an  opinion  perhaps  even  more 
intensely  and  directly  absurd  than  the  doctrine  of  two  and  two  making  five. 
All  men  can  at  once,  becaufse  without  any  great  intellectual  efibrt,  see  through  the 
foolishness  and  impossibility  of  the  idea  of  two  and  two  making  five,  but  they  do 
not  equally  see  through  the  absurdity  and  impossibility  of  the  more  complicated, 
but  equally  ridiculous  idea,  of  the  billionth  or  decillionth  of  a  grain  of  oyster- 
shell,  or  chamomile,  or  belladonna,  or  the  like,  having  any  possible  efiect  whatever 
upon  the  economy,  for,  resting  contented  with  the  mere  name,  they  never  once 
think  or  dream  of  what  in  reality  a  billionth  or  a  decillionth  amounts  to.  Medi- 
cal jurists  and  lawyers  know  of  no  poison,  however  strong  and  powerful,  the 
billionth  or  decillionth  of  wliich  would  in  the  least  degree  afi'ect  a  man  or  harm  a 
fly.  They  tell  us  that  the  mere  division  of  their  drugs  invests  them  with  "  tre- 
mendous" power  ;i  but  they  could  not  injiu-e  or  afiect  the  frailest  insect  with  one 
of  their  "  tremendous"  billionths  or  decillionths.  For  what,  in  fact,  is  a  billionth 

1  Let  us  imagine  for  a  moment,  in  the  way  of  illustration,  a  parallel  case,  and  one 
where  the  comparison  being  taken  from  another  department  of  art,  the  question  is 
not  easily  capable  of  being  rendered  complex  or  ca.suistical,  as  has  too  often  happened, 
when  the  human  body  and  the  art  of  physic  was  implicated  in  it.  Suppose  (to  take 
the  simile  of  a  late  writer)  a  dyer  saw  a  man  throw  a  few  pinches  of  yellow  turmeric 
dye  into  the  Lake  of  Geneva,  mix  the  tumeric  duly  with  the  water,  and  then  pre- 
tend, without  end,  to  dye  calicoes  yellow  by  dipping  them  in  one  or  in  every  part  of  the 
lake,  would  the  dyer  believe  there  was  no  trick  in  it?  Can  he,  as  a  rational  being, 
possibly  credit  that  a  few  grains  of  turmeric  would  give  a  power  of  dying  linen  yellow 
to  the  whole  waters  of  the  Lake  ?  Certainly  not.  And  yet  the  Homoeopathist  tells 
us,  forsooth,  that  a  due  admixture  of  the  same  few  grains  of  the  same  substance,  (tur- 
meric,) would  impart  the  power  of  curing  jaundice,  &c.,  to  every  glassful  of  a  boJy  of 
water  far,  far  larger  than  the  waters  of  such  a  Lake.  If  the  dyer  doubted  the  power 
of  the  infinitesimal  dose  of  turmeric  in  the  Lake  in  relation  to  his  art,  surely  the  phy- 
sician may  equally  exercise  the  same  privilege,  with  regard  to  the  same  dose,  in  rela- 
tion to  any  imaginary  medicinal  properlits  supposed  to  be  imparted  lo  liio  waters 
by  its  influence. 
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of  a  grain  ?  Why,  if  a  single  grain  of  sulphur  were  divided,  as  the  homoeopa- 
thists  use  it  and  other  drugs,  into  billionths,  and  if  our  common  parent,  Adam, 
when  called  into  existence  some  6,000  years  ago,  had  then  begun  swallowing  a 
billionth  every  second,  and  if  he  had  been  permitted  to  live  up  to  the  present 
time  doing  nothing  but  swallowing  night  and  day  60  billionths  every  minute,  he 
would  as  yet  have  completed  only  a  small  part  of  liis  task.  It  would  require 
him  to  work  and  swallow  at  the  same  rate  for  24,000  years  yet  to  come,  in  order 
to  finish  one  single  grain  of  a  drug,  which  has  little  effect  on  his  present  descend- 
ants in  doses  of  25  or  50  grains.  Yet  the  homoeopathists  believe  that  a  few  of 
the  sulphur  billionths  which  Adam  would  have  swallowed  dxuring  these  30,000 
years  would  cure,  forsooth,  an  attack  of  jaundice.  If  we  appeal  to  our  standard — 
the  standard  of  common  sense — should  not  men  holding  principles  of  such  unmiti- 
gated ridiculousness  be  requested  to  withdraw  from  this  and  other  medical  socie- 
ties ?  But  a  billionth  was,  after  all,  only  the  sixth  dilution  of  a  grain.  Homoeo- 
pathists have  dilutions  far  more  refined,  and  doses  far  more  infinitesimal  than 
that.  Some  amongst  them  allege  that  drugs  should  rather  be  used  iu  their 
thirtieth  dilution,  or  in  decilliouths,  and  even  some  aver,  that  the  smell  of  such 
a  dose^  is  enough.  When  they  speak  of  the  decillionth  of  a  grain,  they  seem  lit- 
tle to  reckon  what  a  decillionth  amounts  to.  For  it  is  a  sum,  the  mere  figures 
of  which  can  scarcely  give  us  any  conception  of  its  infinitesimal  amount,  [viz., — 
1,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000] 
The  world  is  computed  to  contain  at  the  present  time  some  nine  hundred 
millions  of  human  beings.  If  all  these  nme  hundred  millions  of  human  beings 
had  lived  diuring  the  past  six  thousand  years,  and  each  of  them  had  swallowed, 
every  moment  of  their  existence,  a  decillionth  of  a  grain  such  as  the  homoeopaths 
use,  they  would  not,  during  these  six  thousand  years,  have  yet  finished  one 
single  grain ; — one  grain,  in  fact,  would  suffice  them  all  for  millions  of  years  yet 
to  come.  A  writer  in  the  last  number  of  the  "  Edinburgh  Review,"  in  order 
to  give  his  readers  some  idea  of  the  numbers  that  were  published  of  the  catalogue 
of  the  Great  Exhibition,  states,  that  if  these  catalogues  were  placed  in  a  verti- 
cal line  or  row,  the  base  of  which  was  at  the  bottom  of  the  Pacific,  the  apex  of 

I  In  the  21st  volume  of  the  "  Homoeopathic  Archives,"  Dr  Grosse  has  published 
observations  and  cases  to  prove,  that  far  higher  dilutions  than  the  30th  are  alone 
trustworthy  as  remedial  agents.  The  30th  dilution  divides,  as  stated  in  the  text,  a 
grain  into  decillionths.  Dr  Grosse  and  his  followers  use,  however,  the  200th,  400th, 
or  even  900th  dilution  ;  and  "  he  often  contents  himself  with  allowing  the  patient  to 
smell  the  remedy — whether  one  or  more  globules  at  one  time  I  am  not  aware — wait- 
ing patiently  for  four  weeks  or  so  for  the  completion  of  the  cure,  not  even  permitting 
a  second  smell  or  dose  ;  so  mild  yet  certain  is  the  remedial  action !  "  See  Dr  Forbes' 
Review,  vol.  .xxii.,  p.  668. 
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the  row  would  reach  as  high  as  the  top  of  Chimborazo.  About  twenty  homoeo- 
pathic globules  make  an  inch,  and  if  each  of  these  contained  a  deciUionth  of  a 
grain,  as  some  homoeopaths  profess  to  use  them,  a  continuous  row  of  these 
decillionth  globules  would  make  a  line  which  would  stretch  from  the  bottom  of 
the  Pacific,  not  only  as  high  as  Chimborazo  ;  or  even  as  far  as  the  moon ;  but  it 
would  extend  several  times  from  the  sun  to  the  outermost  planet  in  our  system  ; 
or  even  as  far  as  the  nearest  fixed  star.  A  grain  of  belladonna  or  other  of  their 
drugs,  distributed  in  such  decillionth- dose  globules,  would  make  continuous  lines 
many  million  times  longer  than  aU  the  railroads  and  other  roads  that  ever  were, 
or  ever  will  be,  formed  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  ^   And  yet,  say  the  homoeopaths, 

1  The  calculations  in  the  text  refer  to  drugs  in  their  30th  dilutions  ;  the  30th  dila- 
tion having  the  effect  of  dividing  a  grain  into  decillionths.  "  When,"  says  a  late 
homoeopathic  writer,  "  Hahnemann  elaborated  his  theory  of  chronic  diseases,  he 
rapidly  mounted  the  potential  scale,  and  forthwith  declared  that  the  30th  dilution 
was  preferable  in  almost  all  cases  to  the  less  refined  dilutions.  Subsequently  to  that 
he  issued  no  new  publication,  and  hence  it  is  believed  that  the  genius  of  the  master 
remained  stationary.  This  is  an  error.  From  the  years  1831-32,  Hahnemann  em- 
ployed dilutions  still  more  refined,  and  recommended  them  to  his  disciples.  In  an 
unpublished  correspondence  with  Dr  Mauro,  Hahnemann  insisted  more  and  more 
upon  greater  and  greater  attenuations.  In  this  correspondence,  leaving  the  30th 
dilution,  he  speaks  only  of  the  .50th,  60th,  and  80th  dilutions.  About  the  same  time, 
Dr  Korsakoff  prepared  a  600th  dilution  of  sulphur,  and  proclaimed  its  efficacy." 
Abridged  from  "  Doctrine  de  I'Ecole  de  Rio"  (Paris,  1849),  pp.  78,  79. 

Soon  after  the  first  promulgation  of  Hahnemann's  doctrines,  it  was  suggested,  that 
"  if  the  decillionth  part  of  a  grain  have  any  efficacy,  an  ounce  of  medicine  (Epsom  Salts) 
thrown  into  the  Lake  of  Geneva  would  be  sufficient  to  physic  all  the  Cal  vinists  of  Switzer- 
land." But  later  and  careful  systematic  calculations  have  shown  that  this  is  stopping 
very  far  short  of  the  truth.  The  10th  solution  alone  would,  as  M.  Cap  has  shown  in  the 
"  Journal  de  Pharmacie"  for  1845,  require  a  body  of  water  500  times  the  bulk  of  the 
Lake  of  Geneva,  or  a  sea  somewhat  largei-  than  the  Gulph  of  Venice.  To  make  the 
11th  solution  a  quantity  of  water  greater  than  the  Mediterranean  would  be  necessary ; 
the  12th  solution  could  scarcely  be  accomplished  in  an  ocean  500  fathoms  deep,  and 
covering  the  whole  surface  of  the  earth;  while  the  30th  or  deciUionth  solution,  to 
be  performed  on  1 5  grains  of  a  homoeopathic  medicine,  would  require  a  layer  of  water 
1300  yards  in  depth,  and  extending  over  a  space  equal  to  the  whole  area  of  the  Solar 
System.  If  the  whole  Solar  System  were  buried  in  an  ocean  extending  in  depth  from 
the  sun  to  Neptune,  it  would  not  form  a  sufficient  medium  for  dissolving  the  same 
quantity  of  medicine  down  to  the  500th,  &c.,  dilutions  of  Drs  Korsakoff  and 
Grosse. 

Perhaps  in  no  point,  in  relation  to  their  fantastical  doctrine  of  infinitesimal  doses, 
do  the  Homoeopaths  show  more  true  weakness  and  less  precalculation,  than  in  ad- 
mitting similar,  or  at  least  not  different,  therapeutic  properties  and  potency  to  the  same 
drug  in  different  dilutions,  and  thus  allowing  two  or  more  of  their  sect  to  use  equally 
against  the  same  disease  cither  a  3d  dilution  (a  millionth),  or  a  30th  dilution  (a  de- 
cillionth) of  the  same  drug ;  or  the  still  far  higher  dilutions  of  it  recommended  by 
Hahnemann  and  Korsakoff.    In  admitting  the  same,  or  a  similar  efficacy,  to  the  3d 
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lake  a  pin's  point  and  lift  out  a  few  of  these  belladonna  globules  spread  out  on 
these  interminable  lines  of  road,  and  you  will  cure  with  them  a  case  of  scarlet 
fever.  Surely  men  holding  such  ftvntastical  doctrines,  are  not  men  mentally  lit 
to  be  members  of  such  a  Society  as  this.  They  are  heretical  to  the  extent  of 
utterly  outraging  the  confession  of  faith  that  we  use  in  medicine,— standard 
of  common  sense ;  and  they  cannot  rightly  deem  us  tyrannical  if,  in  consequence, 
we  request,  in  such  a  Society  as  this,  to  be  reUeved  of  their  companionship. 

One  remark  of  Mr  Syme's  regarding  the  number  of  homoeopathic  prac- 
titioners in  Edinburgh,  reminded  Dr  Simpson  of  a  curious  feature  in  homoeo- 
pathic practice  among  us.  He  was  not  sure  of  how  many  practitioners  of 
homoeopathy  we  had  in  Edinburgh ;  but  they  were  all  versant  with  the  fact, 
that  there  were  three  homoeopathic  drug  shops  in  town.  That  fact  was  in 
itself  a  significant  and  illustrative  fact.  He  did  not  know  the  number  of 
drugs  that  homoeopathists  used,  but  he  did  not  suppose  they  exceeded  260  or 
300  separate  articles.  He  was  not  aware  of  what  a  grain  of  each  might  cost ;  but 
he  imagined,  not  above  a  penny  or  two  at  most,  on  the  average.  And  one 
single  grain  in  even  their  fourth  or  fifth  dilutions,  would,  of  course,  be  sufficient 
during  any  one  druggist's  life-time,  not  only  for  a  whole  town  such  as  Edinburgh, 
but  for  a  whole  universe ;  while  a  grain  of  a  drug  divided  into  qxuntillionths  or 

and  the  60th  dilution  (not  to  go  further),  the  whole  question  of  the  power  of  infinite- 
simal doses,  is,  in  one  sense,  abandoned ;  for  (not  to  drive  the  comparison  to  the  hun- 
dred dilutions)  if  even  the  30th  dilution  (one  decillionth)  succeeds  as  well  as  the 
3d  (one  millionth),  it  is  plain  that  neither  can  have  any  effect  at  all.  "  For  what  (ob- 
serves Dr  Wood)  does  such  an  assertion  amount  to?  An  absurdity  so  gross  that  lan- 
guage fails  to  express  it.  It  is  to  assert,  that  if  a  medicinal  substance  be  divided,  not  into 
nine  million  separate  atoms,  but  into  atoms  nine  million  separate  times  ;  that  is  to  say 
that  if  the  substance  be  divided  into  a  million  of  parts,  and  one  of  these  parts  divided 
into  a  million  again,  and  one  of  the  last  million  divided  into  a  million  again,  and  so  on 
till  the  process  of  division  by  a  million  has  been  repeated  nine  times,  that  one  of  the 
atoms,  resulting  from  the  last  division,  will  cure  disease  as  readily  as  the  original  atom 
before  the  division  was  practised  at  all.  To  give  a  faint  idea  of  the  monstrous  ab- 
surdity which  such  a  statement  involves,  we  may  add,  that  the  proportion  between 
the  thirtieth  and  the  third  dilution,  somewhat  corresponds  to  that  between  a  drop 
and 

25;  834,986;  772,486;  772,486;  772,486;  772,486;  772,486;  772,4 86;  772,486 
hogsheads  of  any  fluid.    Equally  rational  would  it  be  to  assert,  that  a  drop  of  wne 
was  as  potent  in  its  influence,  as 

12;  917,493;  380,243;  386,243;  386,243;  386,243;  386,243;  386,423;  386,243; 
pipes  of  the  same  fluid  ;  which  is  to  state,  that  one  drop,  divided  among  all  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  globe,  would  produce  in  them  as  astounding  an  effect  as  if  each  mortal 
among  them  were  to  swallow,  for  his  individul  share, 

30,755;  936,633;  913,062;  472,348;  298,.')38;  674,729;  150,919 
gallons;  the  population  being  estimated  at  840  milHons." — See  Dr  Wood's  Ilomojo- 
pathy  Unmasked,  p.  107. 
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decillionths  might  in  truth  serve  an  entire  race  during  an  entire  geological  epoch. 
A  homoeopathic  apothecary's  stock  in  trade  could  not  consequently  well  exceed  a 
few  shillings,  or  a  few  pounds  at  most,  and  need  not  surely  require  renewal  dur- 
ing the  longest  life- time.  And  yet  these  same  homoeopathic  dilutions  seem  con- 
vertible, through  an  adequate  amount  of  credulity  on  the  part  of  the  public,  into 
annual  incomes  sufficient  for  the  maintenance  of  three  thriving  drug  establish- 
ments !  To  effect  this,  the  druggists  must  sell  their  pharmaceutical  exiguities  at 
something  like  a  billionth  or  decillionth  of  profit.  He  did  not  blame  the  druggists 
for  this,  or  for  charging,  as  they  did,  very  smartly  for  the  globules  which  they 
sold.  Their  high  price  was  indeed  in  itself  a  more  potent  therapeutical  agency 
than  any  problematical  medicinal  matter  which  they  contained ;  for  what  a  man 
pays  high  value  for,  must,  he  natiu-ally  believes,  be  of  high  value.^  But- surely  we 
may  well  smile  at  the  deluded  buyers  zealously  emptying  their  purses  in  the  pur- 
chase of  such  dreamy  nonentities. 

Nor  did  it  seem  necessary  that  the  globules  of  sugar  of  milk  should  go  even 
through  the  form  of  being  medicated  with  their  supposed  quadillionths,  quin- 
tillionths,  &c.,  of  the  drug  whose  name  they  bore.  At  least  it  had  been  averred 
that  some  in  England  who  affected  to  manufacture  these  medicated  globules 
on  the  large  scale,  had  found  that  the  sugar  of  milk,  of  which  these  globules 
were  composed,  answered  just  as  well  with  or  without  a  dip  in  the  pretended 
dilutions.  And  as  far  as  regarded  the  patient  and  the  disease,  it  mattered 
nothing  what  globule  was  given — whether  one  of  charcoal  or  of  arsenic.  They 
were  both  so  diluted  as,  of  course,  to  be  entirely  inefficacious ;  and  all  the  drugs 
and  globules  in  a  homoeopathic  medicine-box  being  rendered  equally  null  and 
innocent  by  their  previous  reduction,  any  one  of  them  could  readily  and  success- 
fully replace  any  other. 

'  According  to  Dr  Schubert's  evidence  regarding  the  opinions  and  practices  of 
Hahnemann,  the  founder  of  Homoeopathy  was  perfectly  aware  of  this  fact.  "  Hahne- 
mann never  hesitated  (says  Dr  Schubert),  to  promise  recovery  to  every  patient,  with- 
out concerning  him.telf  about  the  nature  of  the  malady ;  and  I  have  seen  some 
ludicrous  results  follow  these  predictions.  His  plan  was  to  demand  for  the  cure,  in 
the  shape  of  a  fee,  a  good  round  sum — one  half  to  be  paid  down, — unlimited  confi- 
dence in  his  treatment,  doses  of  sugar  of  milk,  and  a  particular  diet !  The  dieting, 
>*hich  simply  consisted  in  the  denial  of  all  stimuli,  he  considered  to  be  absolutely  ne- 
cessary in  order  to  allow  nature  to  have  free  play.  Unlimited  confidence  in  the  treat- 
ment was  his  great  support  in  carrying  out  this  system  ;  and  he  invariably  insisted 
upon  this  from  every  patient,  well  knowng  that  it  was  the  important  secret  of  life 
and  death  in  such  cases.  Further,  he  used  to  observe,  '  We  must  not  attend  patients 
for  nothing,  or  let  them  have  even  a  pennyworth  of  medicine  gratuitously  ;  the 
greater  the  sum  paid  for  physic  and  physician,  the  greater  is  the  confidence  placed 
in  both.' "_C(is/)er's  Wochemchrift,  for  March  184.5. 
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Early  in  the  history  of  homoeopathy  in  Edinburgh,  Dr  Simpson  had  wit- 
nessed a  circumstance  proving,  if  any  proof  were  required  in  such  an  instance, 
that  all  homoeopathic  globules  act  alike, —  that  any  one  may  replace  any 
other  in  their  list  ;  and  that  it  is  the  belief  with  which  the  drug  is  taken, 
and  not  the  infinitesimal  drug  itself,  which  produces  the  effect  ascribed  to  it. 
Some  eight  or  ten  years  ago,  an  old  schoolmate  of  Dr  Simpson  having  begun 
business  as  a  homoeopathic  druggist  in  Liverpool,  kindly  sent  Dr  S.  a  present  of 
a  small  box  of  homoeopathic  medicines ;  and  a  very  beautiful  painted  box  it  was. 
During  the  time  it  was  in  Dr  S.'s  possession,  he  put  it  only  to  one  use,  viz.,  he 
gave  it  as  an  occasional  plaything  to  his  eldest  son,  who  was  then  a  child.  The  boy, 
revelling  in  his  permitted  amount  of  mischief,  used  in  his  sport  to  imcork  the  small 
bottles, empty  their  globules  into  aheap,  and  then  refill  the  bottles  from  the  general 
mass.  Of  course,  this  had  speedily  the  effect  of  altering  and  disarranging  the  con- 
tents of  the  entire  lilliputian  drug-shop ;  the  globules  pertaining  to  the  different 
bottles  were  more  or  less  thoroughly  mixed  together ;  and  sometimes  when  the  child 
was  tired  of  his  occupation,  others  at  last  refilled  the  bottles  from  the  general  heap. 
A  professional  brother^  happening  to  call  at  Dr  S.'s  house  one  day  when  Dr  S.  was 
absent  from  home,  saw  the  box,  and  put  it  in  his  pocket.  Many  weeks  afterwards, 
the  new  proprietor  of  the  box  met  Dr  S.,  and  told  him  that  he  had  been  trymg 
to  practise  homoeopathically,  at  which  Dr  S.  expressed  his  regret;  and  he  added, 
that  he  had  seen  some  wonderfiil  effects  and  cures  from  using  the  drugs  contained 
in  Dr  S.'s  own  former  homoeopathic  box !  "Wrongly  perhaps,  as  Dr  S.  now 
thinks,  he  did  not  at  the  time,  tell  this  physician  that  the  globules  of  the  bottles 
which  he  had  been  using  were  elaborately  commixed ;  but  the  whole  struck  him 
as  so  good  a  joke  at  the  moment,  that  he  thought  he  would  reserve  it  to  bring  it 
out  upon  his  friend  on  some  future  and  more  ripe  occasion,  for  the  purpose  of 
laughing  him  out  of  his  homoeopathic  delusion.  But,  unfortunately,  matters 
hastened  rapidly  on,  the  physician  became  more  and  more  a  homceopathist,  and 
then  it  became  too  serious  a  matter  to  joke  about,  when  he  actually  published  a 
list  of  supposed  homoeopathic  ciu-es.  The  whole  thing  assumed  so  grave  an  as- 
pect, that  he  never  mentioned  it,  until  the  physician,  who  had  appropriated  the 
box,  had  become  far  too  hardened  in  his  homoeopathic  practices  to  allow  of  any 
hope  of  his  re-conversion.  From  the  time  that  the  physician  in  question  men- 
tioned the  resiilts  of  using  the  box,  till  within  the  last  few  months,  he  and  Dr  S. 
never  spoke  on  the  subject  of  either  the  box  or  homoeopathy.  But  the  conver- 
sation turning  on  this  last  occasion  upon  the  box,  he  remarked  to  Dr  S.,  that  Dr 
S.  had  no  right  to  say,  as  he  had  heard  reported,  that  it  was  the  use  of  Dr  S 's 

'  To  wit,— Professor  Henderson. 
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commixed  box  of  medicines  that  had  converted  him  to  homoeopathy ;  because, 
as  he  added,  he  had  another  box  of  homoeopathic  drugs  at  the  time  he  began, 
and  Dr  S.  had  no  power  of  knowing  that  it  was  not  this  other  box  that  he  had 
employed.  Dr  S.,  of  course,  confessed  that  he  had  no  means  of  knowing  that  it 
was  Dr  S.'s  former  box  which  he  had  employed,  excepting  this,  that  previously  he 
had  distinctly  and  deliberately  told  Dr  S.  that  it  was  Dr  S.'s  old  box  that 
he  had  used,  and  the  results  of  which  had  effected  the  change  in  him  at  the 
time  of  the  first  conversation.  And  Dr  S.  felt  sure  of  one  other  circumstance, 
namely,  that  if  that  physician,  or  any  other  homoeopathist,  would  use  homoeo- 
pathic boxes  equally  commixed  as  that  which  Dr  S.  once  possessed,  they  would 
get  results  just  as  good  as  they  would  obtain  from  the  supposed  non-mixed  glo- 
bules. There  is  a  homoeopathic  hospital  now  in  London.  K  the  physicians  of 
it  will  take  twenty  or  thirty  boxes  of  homoeopathic  drugs,  and  allow  any  one  to 
commix  the  contents  of  a  few  of  them,  and  to  furnish  others  with  nothing  but 
sugar  and  milk  globules,  they  would  find  it,  he  believed,  utterly  and  totally 
impossible,  after  trials  of  weeks  or  months,  to  point  out  the  medicated  from 
the  non-medicated  boxes,  and  those  whose  contents  were  thoroughly  mixed, 
from  those  whose  contents  were  all  in  due  form  and  order.  And  he  felt 
assiu-ed  that  the  Society  and  the  medical  profession  would  join  him  in  his 
sincere  conviction  and  belief,  that  such  an  experiment  was  not  in  the  least 
degree  objectionable,  in  as  far  as  the  good  and  safety  of  the  patients  of  the  ho- 
moeopathic hospital  were  concerned.  ^  For  whether  the  drugged  or  undrugged 
globules  were  exhibited,  one  and  the  same  result  would  foUow, — viz.,  that  the 

'  Hahnemann  himself,  even,  would,  in  his  hours  of  sincerity,  probably  have  sanc- 
tioned the  truth  of  this  statement.  It  has  been  often  questioned  whether  Hahne- 
mann, like  the  "  prophet"  Joe  Smith,  used  the  talents  bestowed  upon  him  only  to  dupe 
others,  or  whether  he  was  enough  of  a  visionary  to  believe  in  his  own  various  in- 
credible doctrines.  The  pubUshed  evidence  of  one  who  knew  Hahnemann,  Dr 
Schubert  of  Dramburg,  goes  so  far  to  prove  that  the  founder  of  Homoeopathy  was 
himself  far  more  knavish  than  foolish.  "  We  hear  it  (remarks  Dr  Schubert)  conti- 
nually asserted,  that  Hahnemann  placed  no  confidence  in  the  powers  of  nature  in 
curing  disease  ;  but  from  my  intercourse  with  him,  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  no  phy- 
sician ever  trusted  more  to  the  vis  medicatrix  naturw.  It  requires,  indeed,  but  very 
little  reflection  to  enable  us  to  perceive,  that  it  was  through  the  closest  acquaintance 
with  the  curative  powers  of  nature,  that  Hahnemann  was  led  to  adopt  his  new  sys- 
tem of  medicine.  I  have  heard  him  declare  that  ho  looked  with  contempt  upon  me- 
dical practice,  and  he  thought  that  a  patient  would  bo  none  the  worse  if  left  to  him- 
self He  had  a  thorough  convictioa  that  all  curable  diseases  might,  under  proper  at- 
tention to  diet,  be  removed  by  the  efforts  of  nature  alone.  He  looked  upon  these  as 
hia  sheet-anchor.  On  one  occasion  he  said  to  me,  '  I  give  medicines  but  very  seldom, 
although  I  always  prescribe  small  powders.  I  do  this  for  the  sake  of  keeping  up  in 
the  patient's  mind  the  firm  belief  that  each  powder  contains  a  particular  dose  of  some 
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diseases  of  the  patients  would,  under  either  mode  of  management,  be  allowed  to 
go  on  uncontrolled  and  uninfluenced  to  their  own  natural  termination.  For- 
tunately for  such  an  inane  and  negative  practice  as  homoeopathy,  most  diseases, 
even  acute  inflammation  of  the  lungs,  &c.,  did,  in  a  large  proportion  of  cases,  tend 
ultimately  towards  a  successful  and  happy  termination,  through  the  spontaneous 
and  unaided  efiorts  of  natiu-e  alone ;  and  the  swallowing  of  a  few  infinitesimal  glo- 
bules of  any  kind  would  not  alter  in  any  degree  this  result.  But  Dr  S.  feared 
that  if  he  spoke  longer  he  might  fall  into  the  error  alluded  to  by  Mr  Syme, — viz., 
the  error  of  discussing  the  merits,  or  rather  demerits,  of  homoeopathy ;  while 
the  Society  were  met,  not  for  this  purpose,  but  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  their 
judgment  in  regard  merely  to  the  propriety  of  practitioners  of  homoeopathy  with- 
drawing from  the  Society. 

There  was  another  class  of  practitioners  Avho  ought,  he  thought,  certainly 
to  be  included  in  the  category  of  those  whose  names  should  be  removed  from 
the  list  of  members.  He  alluded  to  such  practitioners  as  were  not  simple- 
minded,  but  sincere  homceopathists.  He  alluded  to  those  who  pretended  to 
be  homoeopathists,  but  acted  as  allopathists, — who  doctored  people  according 
as  people  themselves  wished,  either  with  drachms  of  drugs,  or  billions  of  a 
grain  of  the  same;  who  wished  to  be  considered  homoeopathists,  but,  as  had 
been  often  detected,  drugged  their  globules  and  tinctures  with  active  doses  of  the 
most  powerful  medicines;  who  spread  out  the  snare  of  homoeopathy  as  a  golden 
man-trap  to  catch  credulous  and  trusting  patients,  and  afterwards  either  openly 
or  surreptitiously  applied  to  them  aU  the  usual  means  employed  in  the  armen- 
tarium  of  rational  medicine.  Some  men  pretended  they  coidd  honestly  and 
honourably  mix  up  the  two  practices.^    Most  physicians  natm-ally  doubted  whe- 

medieine.  Most  patients  will  get  well  by  adopting  a  simple  mode  of  living,  and  by 
placing  a  boundless  confidence  in  their  medical  attendants.  Ordinary  practitioners 
know  nothing  of  this  practically,  although  they  are  always  talking  of  the  healing 
powers  of  nature.' " 

'  "  The  public  who  fee  homoeopathic  doctors,  generally  conceive  that  their  medi- 
cines are  given  to  them  in  the  attenuations  of  Hahnemann,  in  quantities  ranging 
I'rom  a  millionth  to  a  decillionth  of  a  grain.  "Little  pills"  were  lauded  by  a  plat- 
form speaker  at  the  Homoeopathic  Mfeeting  in  Freemasons'  Tavern  ;  but  his  lauda- 
tions were  perhaps  applauded  by  men  (Homoeopathic  practitioners)  who  give  as  freely, 
or  more  freely,  than  many  of  us  would  dare  to  do,  strychnia,  aconite,  and  other  such 
like  drugs,  the  most  terrible  doses  of  which  may  be  administered  in  drops,  and  frac- 
tions of  a  grain.  Large  doses  of  our  common  medicines,  as  I  well  know,  are  also 
every  day  prescribed  by  men  who  come  forward  us  candidates  for  homwopathic  prac- 
tice among  the  wealthy  and  noble.  "  Little  pills"  may  be,  but  certainly  a  little 
quantity  of  physic  is  not  a  criterion  by  which  to  know  the  practitioners  who  range 
themselves  under  the  flag  of  homoeopathy.  Dr  Quin  openly  advised  what  I  may  term 
very  largo  doses  of  camphor  in  cholera  ;  and  in  my  own  experience,  1  have  found 
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ther  any  man  could  in  honour  and  honesty  combine  such  incompatible  incongrui- 
ties. Neither  any  true  homoeopath  nor  any  true  allopath  would  give  this  spurious 
set  credit  for  their  integrity  of  piu-pose  and  principle.  If  any  such  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Society,  let  them  certainly  and  undoubtedly  be  requested  to  retire. 
Their  conduct  was  the  conduct  of  the  poor  Swiss  clergyman,  who,  living  in  a  dis- 
trict partly  of  Romanists  and  partly  of  Protestants,  thought  it  no  discredit  to 
eke  out  his  living  by  preaching  a  strong  Romanist  sermon  to  the  Romanists  in 
the  forenoon,  and  a  strong  Protestant  sermon  to  the  Protestants  in  the  after- 
noon. He  repeated,  that  he  hoped  and  understood  that  Mr  Syme's  motion  in- 
cluded this  hybrid  and  equivocal  class  of  practitioners. 

that  patients  had  been  taking  along  virith  the  globules,  (under  the  name  of  adjuvants), 
the  same  medicines,  and  in  the  same  doses  which  we  employ,  and  which  experience  has 
sanctioned.  What  is  now  called  homoeopathic  practice  may,  I  aver,  mean  any  kind  of 
practice.  I  have  said  enough  to  show  you  how  vain  it  is  to  define  what  is  meant  by 
homoeopathic  practice,  when  I  mention,  that,  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the  "  Annual 
Congress"  of  homoeopathists,  there  was  present,  as  a  large  participator  in  the  business, 
Dr  William  M'Donald,  who,  besides  being  a  homoeopathic  practitioner,  is  a  leading  man 
as  a  believer  in,  and  lecturer  on  the  highest  degrees  of  mesmerism.  Then  Dr  Mac- 
leod  (whose  autobiography  I  hold  in  my  hand),  the  keeper  of  a  water-cure  inn  at 
Benrhydding,  in  Yorkshire,  is  a  chosen  champion  of  homoeopathy  ;  a  man  whom  the 
HomcEopaihic  Times  delights  to  honour,  and  who  treats  his  patients  by  globules  and 
wet  sheets .  Dr  Henderson  of  Edinburgh,  Dr  Calvert  Holland,  and  Mr  Kingdon  of 
London,  prescribe  infinitesimal  or  ordinary  doses,  according  to  their  own  or  their 
patient's  fancy.  I  select  these  gentlemen  as  my  examples,  because  their  acts  are 
before  the  public  in  print.  The  medical  creed  of  these  practitioners  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  comprehend." — Report  of  the  Speeches  on  In-egular  Practice,  delivered  at  the 
Nineteenth  Anniversary  Meeting  of  the  Provincial  Medical  and  Surgical  Association, 
held  at  Brighton,  August  13  and  14,  1851.    Speech  ofDr  Comiack,  p.  10. 
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LETTER  TO  DR  RUTHERFORD  RUSSELL. 


Dear  Sib,— Since  receiving  your  letter  on  Friday,  I  have  reaUy  not  had  ten 
minutes  of  spare  time  to  answer  it.  And,  let  me  add  (notwithstanding  your 
second  note  of  yesterday),  I  do  not,  after  all,  see  how  you  could  very  weU  expect 
me  to  take  the  trouble  of  writing  a  reply.  For  you  state,-"  I  observe  that,  in 
a  speech  you  deUvered  at  the  recent  meeting  of  the  Medico-Chirurgical  Society, 
you  speak  of  having  met  homoeopathic  practitioners  only  twice,  and  on  both 
occasions  referred  to  it  was  Professor  Henderson." 

Now  you  must  excuse  me  saying,  and  I  say  it  with  pain,  that  you  never  did 
"  observe"  any  such  statement  in  my  speech;  for  no  such  statement  exists  in  it. 

You  add,—"  You  must  have  forgotten  that  you  have  met  me  upon  several 
occasions."  Not  at  all ;  but  the  subject  of  meeting  or  not  meeting  with  you  was 
not  in  any  way,  I  assure  you,  before  the  Medico-Chirurgical  Society ;  and  even  the 
remarks  about  meeting  Dr  Henderson  were  only  incidentally,  perhaps  impro- 
perly, introduced,  when  the  real  matter  of  consideration  before  the  Society  was, 
in  truth,  a  matter  of  principle,  and  not  of  persons ;  and  when  the  question  was, 
not  what  we  had  done  mth  honiceopathists  in  times  past,  but  what  relations  we 
should  have  with  them  for  the  future. 

As  you  seem  in  your  note  to  think  it  desirable  that  I  should  state  tliat  I  had 
met  you  at  cases,  let  me  add,  what  of  course  I  have  no  hesitation  in  doing,  that 
in  former  times  I  have  seen  with  you  four  or  five  of  your  nearest  female  rela- 
tives; and  a  young  lady  (the  case  you  particularise  in  your  letter)  suffering 
under  occasional  hysterical  mania,  to  prevent  whom  from  being  forced  into 
circumstances  of  apparent  danger  to  her  state  of  mind  and  health,  I  signed  a 
certificate  or  statement  of  her  condition. 

It  IS  possible  I  may  have  seen  one  or  two  other  cases  with  you ;  but,  if  so,  I 
have  no  recoUection  of  them.  I  have  other  and  far  more  important  matters  to 
burthen  my  memory  with. 

And  do  not  suppose,  as  your  letter  would  seem  to  imply,  that  I  am  m  the  least 
degree  ashamed  to  acknowledge  having  met  you  at  these  cases  in  times  past.  In 
this  respect,  others  and  I  have  formerly  (and  perhaps  reprehensibly)  erred  tlirough 
mere  excess  of  good  nature  and  kindness  towards  you.  But  that  is  entirely  a  dif- 
ferent question  from  the  question  of  mecling  you  or  other  homo'opatliists  for  the 
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future,  now  that  the  Colleges  have  declared,  in  their  corporate  capacity,  the  impro- 
priety of  even  seeming  to  admit  in  any  degree  the  legitimacy  of  so-called  homoeo- 
pathic medicine,  by  the  members  of  our  profession  meeting  at  cases  with  practi- 
tioners of  homoeopathy,  for  diagnostic  or  other  purposes.  In  that  opinion,  and  in 
that  step,  I  most  heartily  concur.  You  believe  that  a  millionth,  or  a  billionth, 
or  a  decillionth  of  a  grain  of  this  or  that  medicine,  may  cirre  this  or  that  disease ; 
and  I  give  you  full  credit  for  your  honesty  of  belief.  But  at  the  same  time  you 
must  accord  me  also  full  credit  for  my  honesty  of  belief,  that,  in  all  this,  homoeo- 
pathists  practise  upon  their  own  minds,  and  upon  the  minds  of  the  public,  the 
grossest  deception.  And  if  others  and  I  have  now  attained  (as  the  profession  at 
large  have)  to  this  conviction,  you  can  neither,  I  think,  feel  astonished  nor  irri- 
tated at  our  coming  at  last  to  the  conclusion  of  refusing,  both  as  a  body  and  as 
individuals,  to  abet  in  any  way  what  we  conscientiously  look  upon  as  a  system  of 
consummate  charlatanry. 

Yours,  &c., 

J.  Y.  SIMPSON. 

P.S. — As  I  have  stated  in  the  body  of  the  letter,  it  is  possible  I  may  have 
seen  with  you  one  or  two  cases  more  than  those  I  have  alluded  to,  without  being 
able  to  recall  any  remembrance  of  them  whatever  at  present.  Your  friend  Dr 
Henderson  has,  in  his  letter,  brought  back  to  my  recollection,  what  I  had 
entirely  forgotten, — ^viz.,  seeing  with  him,  years  ago,  a  previous  patient  of  his,  a 
member  of  Mr  Chalmers'  family,  who  was  afterwards  placed  for  some  time  under 
my  professional  charge.  He  states  also,  that  in  the  case  of  a  patient  of  his,  where 
I  applied  potassa  fusa  for  induration  of  the  cervix  uteri,  he  was  with  me  at  one  of 
my  visits ;  or  at  least  he  has  brought  forward  a  letter  from  a  relative  saying  as 
much.  Most  assuredly,  if  such  were  the  fact,  I  have  not  the  very  slightest  remem- 
brance of  it,  and  I  have  quite  in  vain  attempted  to  recall  any  recollection  of  my 
ever  meeting  him  at  the  bedside  of  that  patient.  Had  it  been  otherwise,  I  would 
have  freely  acknowledged  the  circumstance,  when  referring  to  the  case  in  the 
speech  you  allude  to ;  just  as  in  it  I  freely  acknowedged  Dr  H.  being  present 
with  me  in  a  case  in  which  I  removed  a  polypus  from  the  uterus. — J.  Y.  S. 

62,  Queen  Street, 
Tuesday,  9th  December  1861. 

To  Dr  U.  Russell. 
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MODERN  HAHNEMANNIC  THEOLOGY. 


At  page  12, 1  have  stated  that "  some  Homoeopatliists  profess  Hahnemann  to  have 
been  actually  inspired."  In  oneof  the  latest  works  on  Homoeopathy,  published  in 
Paris  in  1849  {a  PInstitut  Homoeopathiqm),  Hahnemann  is  spoken  of  as  "  the  new 
Evangelist,"  and  as  "the  most  inspired  of  discoverers  (fe/)?2is  inspire  derevehteurs)" 
sent  to  render  medicine,  like  the  other  sciences,  properly  Christian.  That  this  object, 
however,  might  be  accomplished,  it  was  necessary,  argues  the  author,  that  a  vic- 
tim as  an  expiatory  sacrifice  should  be  offered  up,  "  to  conquer  the  indifference  of 
the  vulgar,  who  demanded  the  crucifixion  of  Christ  and  the  release  of  Barabbas." 
"  God  (he  adds)  willed  that  this  expiatory  victim  should  be  born  upon  the  steps 
of  a  throne."  This  expiatory  victim  "  for  the  physical  redemption  of  humanity" 
was,  he  proceeds  to  prove,  the  Prince  Alphonzo,  heir-apparent  to  the  Imperial 
throne  of  Brazil,  and  who  died  a  few  days  after  birth,  from  being  given  to  a  con- 
sumptive nurse,  and  for  want,  as  the  author  alleges,  of  proper  homoeopathic 
advice.  "  It  seems  (he  concludes)  that  it  is  only  by  an  excess  of  evil  that  man 
can  return  to  good.  In  order  that  humanity  should  renounce  the  worship  of 
false  gods,  nothing  less  than  a  DeicideI  was  necessary.  It  is  by  a  Regicide ^ 
that  allopathy  behoved  to  mark  its  last  howr."— Doctrine  de  VEcole  dc  Eio, 
8;c.,  Contenant  une  Exposition  Methodique  de  V Homoeopathic.  Introduction 
p.  34,  &c. 

Such  painful  suggestions  and  wild  statements  are  not  limited  to  the  lioma)o- 
pathic  literatiu-e  of  France.  Guided  by  a  sunilar  spirit,  some  English  Homreo- 
pathists  have  anxiously  attempted  to  show  that  the  doctrines  and  practices  of 
Hahnemann  are  duly  foreshadowed  in  Scripture.  During  the  present  year,  a 
sermon  was  preached  in  London  by  the  Rev.  Tlioraas  Everest,  Rector  of 
Wickwar,  in  aid  of  the  Hahnemann  Hospital ;  and  has  been  subsequently  pub- 
lished. Tlie  sermon  is  replete  with  Hahnemannic  theology,  as  well  as  Hahne- 
mannic  medicine.    The  reverend  author,  who  boasts  of  « some  years  of  inti- 

'  These  two  words  are  thus  printed  in  capitals  in  the  original. 
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macy  "  with  Hahnemann,  conceives  it  was  not  hkely  that  "  the  sacred  pages  of 
the  Word  of  God  should  be  quite  silent  on  the  subject "  of  the  discoveries  of  his 
friend.  And  accordingly  he  finds  they  are  not  "silent."  One  of  Hahnemann's 
supposed  highest  and  greatest  generalizations  in  pathology  was,  the  dogma  or 
doctrine  that  about  seven-eighths  of  all  the  chronic  diseases  of  the  men  and 
women  of  this  and  other  ages  were  the  result  of  the  unobserved  and  unknown 
presence  of  Psora,  or  (to  use  its  plain  English  synonym),  Itch,  and  were  to 
be  cured  by  the  remedies  capable  of  curing  Itch.^  But,  argues  the  Rev. 
Thomas  Everest,  our  Saviour  actually  meant  the  cure  of  Itch  (that  fertile 
source  of  human  disease  and  suffering),  when  he  issued  "  the  solemn  com- 
mand to  his  disciples,"  "  cleanse  the  lepers  "  (Matt.  x.  7,  8)  ;  the  leprosy  of  the 
New  Testament  and  the  psora  or  itch  of  Hahnemann  being,  according  to  Mr 
Everest's  own  grand  discovery,  quite  identical.  Of  course,  according  to  this 
new  Hahnemannic  theology,  all  our  learned  theologians  have  hitherto  been  in 
error  in  supposing,  that  the  verse  in  which  this  phrase  occurs  ("  And  as  ye  go, 
preach !  saying,  the  kingdom  of  heaven  is  at  hand.  Heal  the  sick,  cleanse  the 
lepers,  raise  the  dead,  cast  out  devils")  included  a  warrant  of  miraculous  gifts  to 
the  first  disciples,  for  the  purpose  of  their  testifying  to  men  the  truth  of  the 
great  mission  intrusted  to  them.  Why  (argues  Mr  Everest)  was  leprosy  picked 
out  among  the  ills  of  man  ?  "  Why  not  blindness  ?"  He  forgets  that  blindness 
is  enumerated  in  another  parallel  passage  in  evidence  of  the  same  Divine  power 
of  miracle-working  on  the  part  of  our  Saviour  himself.  "  The  blind  receive 
their  sight,  the  lame  walk,  the  lepers  are  cleansed,  and  the  deaf  hear,  the  dead 
are  raised  up,  and  the  poor  have  the  gospel  preached  to  them"  (Matt.  xi.  5). 
Maundrell,  one  of  our  earliest  Engli.sh  travellers  in  Palestine,  when  speaking  of 
the  leprosy,  which  he  still  saw,  in  the  17th  century,  lingering  among  some  in- 
habitants of  the  Holy  Land,  describes  "  the  distemper  as  so  noisome  that  it 
might  well  pass  for  the  utmost  corruption  of  the  human  body  on  this  side  the 

'  Hahnemann  has  described  in  his  Organon  nearly  600  symptoms  as  originating 
from  the  concealed  effects  of  psora  in  the  constitution  ;  and  many  varieties  of  dis- 
ease are  attributed  by  him  to  its  morbific  operation.  "  This  (says  he)  is  the  only 
fundamental  and  exciting  cause  of  all  the  morbid  forms  which,  under  the  names  of 
nervous  weakness,  hysteria,  hypochondriasis,  mania,  melancholia,  epilepsy,  spasms 
of  all  kinds,  rickets,  caries,  cancer,  gout,  haemorrhoids,  jaundice,  dropsy,  amenorr- 
hoea,  hjEmoptysis,  asthma,  and  suppuration  of  the  lungs,  sterility,  deafness,  cataract, 
and  amaurosis,  gravel,  palsy,  pains  of  all  kinds,  «S;c.,  figure  in  pathology  as  so  many 
separate  diseases,  distinct  and  independent  one  from  the  other."  "  The  modifica- 
tions (he  adds)  which  this  miasm  has  undergone  in  its  passage  through  millions  of 
human  constitutions,  during  several  hundred  generations,  explain  how  it  can  assume 
so  many  forms." 
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grave,"  Its  revoltiug  and  hopeless  character  was  well  known  to  the  Jews  from 
the  experience  of  ages ;  and  Clirist,  indeed,  could  not  have  manifested  his  own 
Divine  power  and  mission  more  strongly  than  by  miraculously  curing  so  incur- 
able a  malady,  and  by  bestowing  the  same  gift  upon  his  disciples. 

"  Irreligion  (maintains  Mr  Everest),  is  the  daughter  of  internal  disorder,"  or 
disease;  but  "the  old  system"  of  medicine  did  not  properly  remove  disordered  ac- 
tion, and  hence  "  was  (to  use  his  own  words)  of  no  use  or  value  as  an  aid  to  con- 
version;" whilst  he  conceives  that  by  appropriate  Homceopathic  treatment, 
clergymen  may  expect  to  obtain  great  assistance  in  their  spiritual  work  among 

their  flocks.    Without,  in  short,  stating  it  in  as  many  words,  Mr  Everest,  

amidst  much  pulpit  verbiage  and  declamation,— conveys  to  the  minds  of  his 
readers  the  idea  that  sin,  or  at  least  man's  persistence  in  sin,  and  repulsion  of  gospel 
truth,  is  the  result  of  the  innate  physical  deformity  or  disorder  of  the  human 
body,  rather  than  the  result  of  the  innate  moral  deformity  and  wickedness  of  the 
human  heart ;  but  further,  this  physical  disorder— consisting,  as  it  does,  merely 
of  Psora  and  its  consequences,— is  removable  by  appropriate  medical  anti-psoric 
treatment ;  and  he  believes  that  the  reception  of  Divine  truth  for  connction 
and  conversion  may,  and  should  be  artificially  promoted  by  globulizing  homoeo- 
pathically  children  and  others,  not  « wh&n  people  are  sick,  but  before  that," 
for  thus  (again  to  use  his  o^vn  words)  by  «  a  continuous  [homoeopathic]  treat- 
ment, begun  in  childhood,  we  may  hope  to  anticipate  disorders,  to  restore  har- 
mony, to  combat  the  internal  psoric  tendencies,  and  to  prociu-e  a  patient  hearing 
and  kindly  reception  of  spiritual  ministrations."  {See  Serinon  preached  in  the 
Church  of  St  Augustin,  Cheapside,  April  9th,  1861,  by  the  Rev.  Thomas  R. 
Everest;  London,  published  by  Alyott  and  Jones,  Booksellers). 

I  regret  to  add,  that  the  homoeopathic  orthodoxy  of  Mr  Everest's  Hahneman- 
nic  theology  has  been  so  far  sanctioned  and  homologated  by  his  homoeopathic 
brethren  in  England,  that  the  sermon  in  question  has  been  publicly  preached  in 
aid  of  the  funds  of  the  London  Homoeopathic  Hospital;  while  the  reverend  author 
is  a  Vice-President  in  the  directory  of  the  same  hospital;  and  the  fly-leaf  of  his 
sermon  bears  the  names  of  various  noblemen,  gentlemen,  and  homceopatliic  phy- 
sicians,  as  office-bearers  along  with  him  in  the  management  of  the  institution 
which  was  to  reap  the  pecuniary  benefits  accruing  from  the  deUvery  of  this  medico- 
theological  statement  and  appeal  of  his  to  the  "mothers,"  the  "fathers,"  the 
«  religious  pubUc,"  the  «  religious  body  of  tlm  land,"  and  the  "  governors  of  God's 
hentage,  monarchs,  parliaments,  and  magistrates." 

A  late  discovery  of  Dr  Mure's  may  perhaps  greatly  interest  poor  Mr  Everest 
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and  those  who  fancy  with  him  that  psora  or  itch  forms  one  of  the  great  obstruc- 
tions to  spiritual  conversion.  Dr  Mure  announces  this  discovery  (see  his  Patho- 
genesie,  pp.  129  to  141)  with,  he  states,  a  feeling  of  sincere  satisfaction  (le  senti- 
ment de  satisfaction  intime),  and  a  conviction  that  he  renders  by  it  a  real  service 
to  the  practice  and  theory  of  medicine.  This  new  and  grand  specific  for  psora, 
and  especially  for  hereditary/ psora  {the  very  thing  required),  consists  of  Homoeo- 
pathic doses  of  a  species  of  animal  which,  observes  Dr  Mure,  "  it  is  unnecessary 
to  describe  at  length,  the  animal  being  sufficiently  known," — namely,  the  human 
louse,  "le  pou  sur  la  tete  des  enfans,"  or  " Pediculus  capitis."^  Dr  Miu-e  found 
that  doses  of  lice,  or  lice-tea,  were  capable  of  creating  283  different  symptoms  in 
the  stomach,  head,  chest,  bowels,  skin,  &c.,  &c.  To  the  description  of  these 
symptoms  he  devotes  twelve  pages ;  and  his  conclusion  is  that  the  effects  of 
this  new  medicinal  homoeopathic  agent  were  altogether  such  as  to  show 
it  to  be  the  most  marvellous  specific  for  the  removal  of  psora.  May  we 
expect  a  report  from  Mr  Everest  and  his  clerico-medical  followers  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  they  find  continuous  doses  of  the  Pediculus  when  ad- 
ministered to  their  flocks  an  aid  to  their  "  spiritual  conversion  ?"  Only  think  of 
Dr  Wiseman,  or  Dr  Hugh  M'Neile,  Dr  Candlish,  or  Mr  Drummond,  attempting 
to  render  their  spiritual  ministrations  more  efficacious  to  their  congregations  by 
asking  them,  as  Mr  Everest  proposes,  to  get  themselves  properly  prepared  for  the 
reception  of  gospel  truth  by  due  doses  of  anti-psoric  globules  ! !  Only  too  true, 
alas !  is  the  trite  remark,  that,  for  centuries  past,  the  promoters  of  almost  all 
varieties  of  human  folly  have,  by  forced  explanations  of  one  text  or  other  of  the 
Bible,  attempted  to  defend  and  justify  their  own  pecuRar  type  of  foolishness. 

'  Doses  of  another  insect  had  previously  been  used  for  the  homoeopathic  treatment 
of  Psora.  Persons  affected  with  itch  have  (as  is  now  well  known  to  physicians),  a 
small  insect,  (the  Acarus  Scabiei)  imbedded  in  their  diseased  skins  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  eruptions.  These  scrapings  of  disease  from  the  skins  of  patients  affected  with 
itch,  are,  it  appears,  after  being  triturated  with  sugar  of  milk,  administered  as  an 
internal  remedy  in  that  disorder,  on  the  principle  similia  similihus  curantur. — Phar- 
maceutical Journal  for  1851,  Vol.  x.  p.  382. 
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